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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


[P \ki III—Si i’ 41 


2 1 AtR^AA/d A 3RA 3PREER A ERAT A fA> AAtAl -1 17 RpjA? 97 A 28 WlA 99 aA 3RfA 

ft £RT JFSJE fAt^ T R 240 ddER) ^ A 152 ddERt A ilpf/Ad ftp<2 tjtt cppA q? fURT-ET err 

1Adf<R TJERR At tcKf 1,86 63,929 TO eA Eff%E> Rid URRt eA EFT eA A I f&cTfstR AAt Et fAR 
nfTtn? ET vJTEF 1TFT Et f^R 15% EA <R TT ERRE R' ElfAat RTR eA R^At eA t At 180% ETfAat A 

At 3TftJcJ5 ETETPRr S0T<5T ET <EEft £ I 


2 2 fpOR^AArd ft writ st f<P ep sitRA At'ftAt aA cp er A 'rrrr AAt ’ ^P re 11 (erA eeA) 
RHRt) Et DTTTftdf AARR ( 5 ) 3#T (8) Et TW-lt Et RfRA A cR|R eA E^ £ I 


2 3 E TjfAE AfRT A EdA At? AtAtAt eft RTAt AtA aft? REPt eA EP 3PJ?TJ ERE 

Et fcRf REfeRE fvEl £ Ap 180% EltAEt eA E? E? YTTfTtf eA EEjA) EER-A At? R^fAo £ I 3EERpR A 
^ETEgE XJY fzfrlR Edct |g, AtAtAt Et EtA A EPFRR RTE -'HtftPpRT eA ER 53 cp 3TtftE ERRET JIRTt 
E> fcMl%?T ffTRE Et fcT\ r 80% ETf%Et <W aA 1 49,31,143/- TO eA Rrf^T eA ^8 At t I 3TE AAM 
ETdtfAcP dlfR Et 80% eA ^cT AA Et ER 37,32 786 /- TO eA dTf?A EE RET ET? 7?1 f? I 


3 gdR^AtEd ft ERET t tAt aitttam ETEdl A dAt ^ ETlAET RIM At 180% ETfAET At dfOTE? #1 
OrA A df ddlRTE T>E At 3#Et At* dgftkl £ I TEE fARfoTfecf RE t^xfTTSt JFR^T t - 


(i) RTc9TT§T ^It cFT IteffitR fflTET RTt fpT RfRPT dtt^ TtRT-TPt^TT ?YTRT ?JT I 2tfRf 

■yrRiH *Tt eft SRim fvP\ r fR I 17 3EEJT? 1997 ^ 28 Witt 1999 0?t RTfO 
A SI^RR fAR trt 240 RTtflfAt A A 88 >4cRlAt Af RTfRH fAR fR ^PTfA R FTfRI ? 
RI 'yETR "cPRt TTTRR A EFef 3TtR 95 AERfAt At 7RU A RRfl vRTTt R ARIE tART 
T|7n A1 I At "'4 cRIEA R fTTRct A JfETR jfcRpA iA <JT RR At 3I5A RlA ApRT RT 
lAfifl RRT I #T 3fR ReRRt cp RFRt) A f}6clR RFlt ^ R?fRA RI RFI PtA At 

RtRcI 3 T4 fAnJ vrldRAI At HWR RTt Ot EpA At fART ER 1 ARct AR 52 TcHPlAt 
,p rnnAt A ’JEefR ERRMt R fR^iR ERA At EK tART fPIT I 

(ii) AEfd 52 RcRETt R 1eR fARAt fcR ^RTR ddTlAl Cp HWf ERA cP ETT f*RT ETT, 
AtdfAcT iJEefR ^ fcR WlfAl ePTT4 RT RRft A I 5d ERdt A At fJfETR A dRET 4 
5 fAE Rf fAdE ^38 I ET fAdE At RR^d ER f# 1ART RT1 SIT Ef^P fARfdfeR 
EPRA A PR 

(at) ddarAt at] jrfr rwt IArr rr ^ep p- aiyta dRia 12-15 'idaia 
qf’Aw REt A 1 



L 'ilM m— 


’ll^M ‘in M y ni . '-i'n in.'i 


(®) qRpTl |^pfl ^'fflit Tq% ‘PT-IR R iTFW'l P qqpl tjthT/ TRrpft J RWI 

qp ftWcft , Tbtit-qqft i -1 vT-TcP ah 1 <1 tfRiaqfdtf 7RHI fCldP 

ft I 


(if) cfi^ qR iRq^ W-T P fcR RK TO “Jl'^PTT^T '-JiftMfp qfH J7 teR TO! ft? 

\jfTrl £ if!? qTRTTR ftp? TOR R ^ TOTft 'TOUR TO cf[4 TOI'fl 

^totRr q<R to TOnPr ^ f'-m 4m ft? 4m £ 1 mto ^ to J »nHi 

3fPJCRt ^ TORR ft EJT5W5] '‘fRH 4 fttR f3TT I 


(iii) ftpft ft 3 ft tor q ht^ht^i <Jft a> ftcftm '^totr ft fci? toPt 3ifaft sjm to ftt 
ftfjeft qft ftt i ftrftR mem rri (ftiiiftft) n ft3Hftft ftt totott to fan toj ahr 
ft TfTcTH *T TOTR} ft RcT^tf f?H ft) tyTOff ft) rfafaf *f. jfPP "41 ft TOM ft 10 ftd 
ft qjq ftcR TO 209V ftfqft ft) TR tr qTjftj) STM NTOif f! I ft llTftft 3fR TOR 

toitor rtoi mcTOft to fft-ftm ^w-t ft ftp 2001 £ 24 % urfftp ftt to to qTtftm 

STM TF’FJR TOftf f: qfftft ftftft *1 180% cJlfftp TOT qftlTO STIR cRJR fftqi TOT TOT f. I 


(iv) tottoh jRjecp mfeb^n 4 -.toP 4 qRqft 2000 ft 3nft?r n ftctfftd ^pian to left 
24% TOrfft.p ftt TR TO qTfftp T7JTO TOJcR TOT f ; R?T Rlfl 2JT I 


4 TyRJTTftftftT ft 3TRJTftR ftt Mtft 3tl4 PfrR mTt<mT3Tt P 3Tfmm '4FR c^ foT«T 

q^fnfcm Icf/^ trtt i arm mlWi <j>t rt % 


(i) gRT 15 % jrf^w sir ?p^r srftt t 3^7 wd t} cjji^ 

3FJ trh 7TT 3F1 7^ ^cp 7TT ^ft R tr rjtR cp cTTf^l 

4^1 (h'id I 


(ii) <}>1 Rpm rttf fi$ jtoh jrjrp qTftmRR P 4 qRv^l 2000 3 H<Tst 

TO ^tTTTrq/8/2000 T-fFTT R1 W^qjRq rplj | 

tjrct prrm Tr^re petf^R (^iiK ,; EPV) 

(\) R1 Tp q fttRPd '^*TdH P PR qfdW RT RtrR qiq cP fRq 

PrRf^T 15% ffil ?llfm O^cT :qRpi s I SRTJI T4 807r Pt W Rf R 414 4) Rq 

20-7r SIM 4t :m% mRte SIR! TP q^TR ^gqT f | 
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(ii) HfrarR JRJrP y4 3P?4 4 dRd$ 2000 d) 3TT^T % f4d(4d ^dclld d> feR 
24% drf4cp d4 <R dd gtf%cp Sira f4?rf% f^RIT t I 

(iii) RldRcI ’fMH dd RTfdcf cjft cRJcft dd 3TRTO #cfR f44Rd ^fldld d4 4cp4 d> feR t, 
d % drld 5RfTcRTT3Tt d4 dfed dR4 d? f?R | 

(iv) dldcl d4 157c c|lf4d> cjft tr zraTlfcJc! SITR SRFTf^d dR cf> dJoffTT fcIdT d[R d f4> 
180% dTMcP d4 g? dd cRJc^I dRd) I 

<j<tic hlRH dif&rai tr vjgrPT 3 *er (^frfaftonf) 

44M)3I7^ 4 dTd4 4 3TddT d4^ 3Tf4dd cZJcfd d# f^RJT t I 

3#IR dRd ftd cnfSpH T T *cj Rgftd ^R (Rdlf#4telTf) 

(i) 1RT3Tl^friTR fR Rdd 4t4t4t dd t[cp drTd Jldl'ddl t 3(R dR4 f44f4d *JddTd 
3Td4t 3TR R RTd-f5I dR d^t f^EJT I f4eld 4tddt4t dt RddddfplcP ^ddT f4dl4 ^ 
ddRd 3fR d44td drld dJRT dl dfppjpfr $ f4dl fodft TJc} TJddT d> 3d4 c£ ddRI |3d I 

(ii) RIR 4-5 f4d d) f4efd d) feR Rf^gj Sira dd didr fedT ddT foR dd gRRI^dR 
dl tocf RiPTdl d) «TR 4*d^dR f^RR dRdT 3TIcRdcP t I drld c£ fcR d^t RTRT 4 
dREd 3TfuTd dR4 dTel ddtdcTT d) did 4 dd? ?R Hide? 4 ^ gifep Sira 4 did 4dl 
dfrpT FETT I 

df4<ddp| f4qd did ( <*U»dffi) 


IRI3npRftTef ^cftcPrRd r4r dTdd d4?Td dd d?.RH R5(d F I f4ci(4r1 ifTRld d) f^R 
f4dfd d4 Rdf4 d 4 ddTdd F 34d f4dld RTd^FI dR 4) dft %dl ddT t 3TR dPTef d4 ddlfrlcr 
Sira d7JR ddP dJRST fcldl RR, d 180% dlMdJ cj$t cRJcft d??cp | 

€ 1 (RRIRdRef d HTddF?T ddt ^ fiJdlftd ifTdH ^ fcR gRT dIJcT d5t d| ?Tlf^I £ fcR 

K r 'P ^' T 3RdIddd dRT |r | 

5 2 CWfljAdl d gd dPdTdgd 4 ddd t f<4 4)444 4 vR# ddd4 4) 4 i4t df4 vdd4d dlfecP Sira 
jwm nr d4l dfPidi rn v3rc4 rr^ ^ Ri^4n ^ dR rr4 i 3id. r 4 4 mf4dRR FRi^d 

pd! ,}>' d-RIU KP’n g I dd3dt4tcra 4 3TRId RdTdl # f4? 44M dgldfld JRJcR 5Tlf4dRR ^ RdST 
[•RlRnUd dRHd-1 dd and 4 Rd f4dl 37,32,786/- dO c4 dtfecP Sira d4 dcdlef ddje4 # feR dl4) 

id!.' eld <'\ 1 i 

:> -i f! d MiiRlKra gra “ii df r4r ra f4dR dRd) 44M d4 ^ura f4di ddi t f4> dF mdci c4 

MI'.J ran; .'Id (ii^ji f.in c 'M [PIT rt 4 dip tRWI#4))!d gRI dtf^R Sira dd TJdcTTd f^R Rl4 fcR 

»*l'I M Tl^ 1 
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6 ?£t faw aRcm^ faq 3 HFidiaicbR, faqfatgn (i) g> gqgfcro £ RgiyRTfa rfaTcTO 
fa iTO fr £rt faqfa jrfcT fft jnfaTRR g?t Fyssrfag fa q£ £ i farortten £ to ^ttt q£ fafar fam 

§ fa TT^FTfH RIRT faafaqq, 1963 fa ETRT 53 gRT £t£ git 18 f£d<R 1997 3 qq R0 
faqg£jyfafa3TR-i5/84 £ ^m?r wfagRui fa 3ifaq q£ tjt qro£ £ ££ fa fafa ggn gqfa £ i ijtot 

Fffaro? torto £ w srt qqv, TORt fa qz ££ gi qfaP i ^i rt£ faq £ fa gigR faqg to£ to rpj 
% l fatfa £ 3rq£ fa£ WRT to 47 gw 80% qrfifa tor fa Tgg g£ ardfaRd fam £ i to ggro 
^t£ OTnggr to £ *jttot% gi RdRd yRTH gi fenj TOffa fa to fa grq gR fan £ fa ijto qffa gq 
TOngra gi qro|gg Fa gi ar^ro q£t £ I arg fan q%n £ mm? £ towTf m3 fafafa g£ m? 
totFt fa PdTd gfat gq fafa ££ £> fdq gqq £ Riggi gRi igg fa 3 T^=frf^cf fan qnr an l 

7 TOT3Tr££tfaT 3 3TRrrfaq gi £gg £ £t£t£t £ mg fafaTfa gq ftr to qgro £ - 

(i) fatfa git g£ 3 fh £ 1990 3 nfam £ q?£ 3rmg gqqt 3 faq nroim mn£ 
gq ’jngrq fir 3 dcifa £t gRTT fan an 3fR g£n£ gi grrcrrg 3 faq mrom totrt 
gq tfRTH g£g£ gi ggfa to gT ggro £t£ £t 3rfag gfafa g£ ggifa 3 #? gfaro 
£gg f£roq £ Rfa gi tort giro fan an 1 ffarffa gqgH -fa nfar £ qffaqq 3tk 
gro£ tot 3 fciq i57r g£ g? qq ?nf^T gqcf git gn£t £t l qsrgqq £ ^f£y gqqt c£ 
'SgqqT £t£ 3 grg £g gq ^ggn f£qn t ara 1£cTf£ct ytror c£ f£q y ;n f £r 
gq yidH gRq m g to f3m w £ 1 ^£tfdv qf£RTF gi tot 3 fcrq 157 , q£ 
g? gq 1,86,63 92 9 /- TO git qTfti git s;iif£i gq grgr 52 gfcRTHt gi f£q f£qq tot £ 
f£rqg> fcrq gq »jtoh gqqt tjtort gq gqq £t£ t£ gTg f£qgT w an l 

(ii) £TOn££tqci g£ •^ttot gqr£ 3 f?tq gr^j qgT an qqg qq£t£ £t£t£t g£ tt£h£ 3 tot£ 
ng fif4TO or£ gi f£rq 3?»TT£gq fron 1 ggjnR Rn£t gt£ £ mnd g£ £fg g?^ ^ 
mg ?TTf£r qfti ^ 807, git Tfg gq gq totoj qif£r f£qn afR qqTan££t£cT git ?nf£T 
git 20v, ?ift -qa£g 37,32,786/- to gq ^qgR gqf£ gq g 5 TTg fan 1 ?tt qm£ £ 
f£gi£t faqT q£gn fafafat sri 3nqf£ fa q£ 3ttg gt£ron^ qg qrfa££ 3 gq 
TOTfagTgqq (fan g£ag I) gq qg> Fa f£RT tfar£ nF g^FT qm fa i|g gq toto to 
£ gfa gfaf c£ tttot £ 3ftq $qidq gqgil g££ g>i^£t ?^n q£t £ 1 rfth 
qFTfangqq £ am ^rro faT gr £ far qg mro topr £ gig fa £ 1 m ffan 
fa gig £ fa gqfa £ vnRg qfa gq ?jqgH q£t fagr £ 1 mt£r gq ^gqgm q gfar gi 
tot£ £ g£ 3 tot ^ qqggt 3 stjttr gqfan£t fa gnqfa 1 

(iii) nro farq arjqtfar to 3 tot 3 totr to gq£n£ gR totto £ 3fR groTR gqgrq 
gR£ c£ 3 ttto to g£ g; rr 3 gqgfa q ^ero faro q£t fagT rt rtoh i 

(iv) Rront 3 Pwto anqqq gq grrf^T 3 ^ndH 3 gfaror £ g££ ttto q£t £ ggtfa 
m tj£ trf Tfagitfar tor qrro totot fa TOrrgq ntron £ qgfar angffa 
totrt £ 1 

(v) rrtot gi an£ fa 3Tqqfar TjTOT/qRg»r£ Tjgqr fa tottot wtoft qqr£ g? fgcrfgg 
^ttot gq gqro q£t £r qgqtt ggtfa fTfa gt£ £ TOfa qTffafa g£ 3 Tafar yfa fafa 
gfar qTTO faro g£ 3rftm gnqgq£ £r£t fafa: fa 1 
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(Vi) T -flcTCTHt 3-7! (R7 37 ftg cJTPi't 3cT7?3 37 fftp? iftgf W ft ftftldTlfftT 333 3? ft3? ftft ft 
TTcTTRt <£ ft ejftftblftd 3Tlft ft 3gft ft ^TTeft HlfcRSt 37 3E3 Rffttftlftftl 

371 ^tRT fftelft 3 tftcftf 3? gft^ 3 RR gft! rj^r Tflgjgr I 3? 3Tfft37 3ft? 3^73 ft ftg 377 
337377 t 3ft? 37331# ft fftcitftd ’fRTFT 371 3>RR 3^! ?7 ?T37d7 I 

(vii) 1809V 37fft3> ft! g? ft! Tj^cT 37?ft ft!?((cT 33lft ftt 3Id ?37 ETTeT 3ft 3T3TcT?^ eJR 

ft? ft IcFJ t I 

(viii) ?lft! RFIWftt gl?7 TTFTRI WT ft ?ftc 7 >ft J77!ft35?3 eft Tfftt 3Tlftft 33 fft31?I33 37ft 
77373 ft fft37 vJTTcTT t, 37313 ft dftt I 3T73T7f?!fteI ft TxH 3ft ?dft) 3# gTTlftxT 3ft 
cRJoft 3 3Rft 33 ft! ft! 373 3? ft# fft37? 3# fft37 33 713737 3ft? 3F7333 

^I7T7, 1963 eft 3 x 733 ! eft 37J3R 3? ?ft! Ft37 I 3 g ft! 37g? 331 t fft 3TR 

•373 ft RTfft! ftfft ft 3tf%35 SIM xr 807, 3ft &Z ft ft t 3ft? 373 ftdcl ft3 207, ?lfft 
33 ft 1(3313 feft3T 37737 t I 

(ix) 33^33 gfe ft ftxftft ft fdHfftfftld cf37 TRTJd fftt{ t .- 

(37) eOTftl 3ft 3x73 3)73 ft# gRI ft Tgd eft 3FJ3R 37,32,786/- W 3/ 3lf#cf7 
RIM 377 *|3d13 37?37 t, ft?7T 3 3?ft 3 ? 337 ft gft eft 3T3 eft 3 x 73 ft 37 
3E(3R ?nfft7 3 ? 3fM 37JR 3ft 3nxft! I 

(31) 1807, 37fft37 YrrfftfT eft ((£ eft) 3ft# a773?lfft75 57Rtfft?7d7 dft ft 3ft? 333 gR7 

fft3I 377ft 3TRI 3137 3ft) 373cft ft ftad T3> *77d ft feR ftftftd ftdl >- 31R 
3T(ft 807, 3ft W€ 3xftt ft ft 31 ((ft! ft i 

(3) 353ft! ftt ?rfft 33 37fftc73 ^33R 333 371 i3g?7 fftil M 3 gftftB 3d-1 3 1 O’i 

?7% 3? RIM 37T ^77333 ft ^73 ft 3ft? ?7f3 3I33TR -373 3{ftlfft33, 17163 'ft 
73333t 33 ift TeRMd ftft77 f^TTlft 3ft? ft?JI 3^571 333^737 ftl 77377ft ft I 

8 . ??7 RTEfft ft 23 3733ft 2001 3ft ftftftft ft 77^33 ^337^ 3ft' 3^ I 7733d {(337ft <77 3RM 

fftRfclfed fftftgd 3??(d fftTT/ 33 - 

?Tt33 ftf^qr <gr?3l^?73 fc70 (7(?73n|?ft i;R) 


?7^33 7(33ift ft 373ft 33ft 3? IftdR 373ft <37 37-(ftO 3R3 ■!> W\ r 7U3 31 •• 
fftfftTd !ftv!33 37((el fft\ T I 3335 {|cf 37RII333 ft 3;ftt 3ft <JkTi <77 ft 33 ..IfV'fH, ?'i| ’ , 
??7^ -3737737 1ftT3fft7f%3 3S3 3l!? IR\jd 13>3 3? ft - 

(i) ft 3?73ft ft ftt 37fft37 ?733 ft ejfttdllfftd 3773 <7 3 33733733 ft 7f 3<7> ft | 

(ii) ?ft 333? 1991 ft <ft fftft ejft<7>7f{-7 3d-l ft 3>13Rl HdRH Tlfd^ ft! <!;. ■.’. 

3fr? PT 3F 333 37 3ft ft ftl ilfftcf, ?(i{3 ft gR ?^ ft 3n<! fft75d ft ri>7 -'] if ; \,r t , 
30 ft ft! 37)335 377 ?I3R3 3Tfftd 37?3 351 dlfJRi g? ^cj ft | 
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(lli) 'RR fftjft R?ft Rft ft ReH RRlft R?T RRR R7 ^TcTH eJRet ft t I 3 TefijeR 1997 RT 
RRcfft 1999 ftt 3TRfft ft RTRRnR HRRT R?T RRft ft fl5 feTdR pTT M R HejH 

cFR Rft fft?RT RRT 2JT I 

(1V) ROR eft Mt ft RTR ft Rg fftftft ft ft? ITTRRTIT JTRRl cf?[ i^RRTR RTR ft Rrfft ft 

RRPTR fftRT ?3TKPTT I R7^ 4 RRRTR ft Mf ft RRTft ER ft HRR TRJR RR ft ft M 

RRR ft I 

(v) RtTR eft Mt ft RH ft Rg fftfftR ft ft? IReMd ^JReTFt ft RTRft R JTfeTRTg RT ?R 7 ft 
RTR ft feft MM eft cRJcft ft! RTT^ft I I'M RcMt ft Rebft ft | TTReRT Rg 1 57 , 
HftRTF ft I fftft ft R7FJR R RT fftft ft RfH RTRT R ffteMd ifRRTR ft fift ^ 

Rft ^ftM fftftfM Rft ft I 

(vi) gRft ftftft ftft eft ftftFT RTRft ipTR MMIM? RREft R? fttJT? cfRcP MM ft 

ftft ef?l 3RRftRR fftRl | 

(vii) gft Rg RfRRRft ft ft? ftft R Rft 2000 R fft Mr? R fftftftr ^rrtrT ft feft l r 7 , 
RTftR? R?T JTRR RTJcT R?ft R?T RRTRT MM ft?RT ft I RRTft R Rg ft ?g|TTR ftRT R[ 

ft? MM rtr ftl RRift Tft rur ftt 3 ft; ftfft rtctth rtr ft rrtR r? ft Rr mr ft 

31R fJlCRli ft TJRRH eft Mftf ftt ERpf R R3RR RTjftftf? 3RETR ER gRfM ftt 
RTlft RlfftR I ftft R \3R ftftR eft gfft fftr ftiR ft RRft 3TRcft Mr> R ftRR 807 
MM HRlft R tg? M R?T fRftj ft?RT I 

(viii) ftRRT RftlMxH 3P$Sf? MM?RJT ft WjM ft ft? ?ftt ^ ftR ft\ ftft RR 
TlgT^kftM ftRR fft?RT RTRT 3ft ?R RRR RRTR ft?RT RfR I 

(ix) RgTRvR JRJeR? MM?RR R ft 24 % RTfM? eft R7 W RTfftl? 55 T?jT R?T fRftR ft?RT ft I 


q etlftlR'l ftfe Tj RtRl^yR 

(i) MM? SJM 157 ftftft ftRT WrfM, 157 RfftR? Rft I RT? Tjfft ft I 

(ii) ?R RROTftftcT R ^RR? ft ?7T RTReT ft ft?P^ RR-RR 3TTRRT Reft ft ft 1 

ft foftftR Eg^RR dll'R'H RTRT ftfe T, RT>fft 7 ?TR ( e RRftefti; ) 

fRftfft ftt ft RTR R 157 RTfftf? ftt R? RT MM? eRRT fRlftfft fo?RT TRir SR | 
fft 3WTfftf?R RR ft RRcf RR 157 jMcTRIg - RR fftTT RRT I ftft R ft |RT ER rM ft! | <pjZ[j 
?W( RRJTRR R?R I 
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RtR ^strt (4FM) 

(i) cF RvjI'SI MM'l Ft 157, SR 4t Rwl'tel ^ I 

(ii) SIRRIFI TTSHt SR '^RRTR FM Si RSRcI rESRFT S1RR cF STR R 3TSTJSR 1997 A ft>V r 
RR REfflSA sF RTRSRR SRI 3T^flf^T %ST RST 2TT I 

9 FR ETRel S?t SRiJSTFt cF 4RTR ^ sF R^ RETS RfSRT Si RTStf R 3RR RRSR RRST^ R f^R 
Ts dsF sF ESTR F RTRF TR f^RfeffeR R^fd IW Rid) F 

(l) FM141 sF 3T^'RjRRT SRl Si RR Si RTUTR RR SEED FRF £ I RRrF fFFR RTRsF 

F RHRlF IFc|S> SR jJRcMM S>rF <J?T IHRSTr RfF sF SIT RSkF I 

(ii) S^I Si RTR A sF f& FR RTRcT Si RRS FI rRcES F Ft, (FdlFd RRRIR SI RTRVfl R 
15% RtcTW £F StfeF SIR SR RESR F I 

3TcT TRTRIT^tTR Si fFlR S&SldTS> ^ F SF fFsiS STRRT RNR ^ 

STRRS F 15% STFfo | (3T3FTT RRSR 1 5% yfaRTF $) I 

(iii) fFcRfFs ifTcfFfT/TTRl STR# SR 24% sfF sF ST1 Fs> STEF fFsfftd SIRR # RTSS F 
ffrffcRF^I SRI MlRd RlF) SrTRt cF feTR RFtSRF 3 rF?T 7) )JRlF fFsiS cjF ?ST fFcldl 
fF<!5)l^ <FF <? I JTrRlcfRDT SRI fFsffRcT SR sF SF fFsiS SdlR cF fcRR s^d RFri est f 
fFi FFM SRT 15% RfcRTTF (31#?? 180% sfFsF) SF RTlRR ST|R 3l1Fsi f I FlRR RF 
TF^I cFFI SR 7JSR f 1% ?E ETRef F SF 3TRRF ^tFstSTFFRS^StfFTTSIT ESlF F 
SEg R^lfF S^t D 15% SfFsiR cFt RRd SR TRcFR ^ R^ Rn?Rt cF RTS RTRFT5T A 
Trf^RjRET SR ^ I 614)^1 R) IFRFft vfr? R^ 3?i^RJSRT SR RcFIRR SR^f S>1 REtFIT R^t 
cF) ufT TTSRft, Re! SF 4gd rFSTcF SSl R FfRcft Fl I 

RIRI"4dSI, JF^SRTJj ^F 3F^?T RTcJ) 5FTTS % elPJ ?trl ^ I 247, Hl'Tl4 SR 
Slf%S> sillR RisiRd SR^ Tll4?l F[ 5TTSR R7T RcRtS tR IcFfi ‘IS I eT I 3TS 
SlRlSilcbdi 7^ RpT FT! RFtR R T37TSR FTTR RR 3fR R^T TJc) ITRTS 7) cIPJ Rbk; ulH S?I 
RtR SRF) SR FSRT cZftf F)RT I 

(iv) SF *41 sR 7 SRRT S? RTRen eEFT RflCT 3TTRlrr ^ SRRR RSI ^ , afr? %% 

Vtr Art" si rn Rrst rst t i sRf^i it ^ stRtsrskt) ^F rsi R 
fRTs> sr F'Rirm srF s?t RT^tsn srrt yt^Rir fTrt, r^i ^14)cl s(t 4 ri srR s?i 

■9lfsrl STRf t I 

(v) ^l4lcl A FR RlR<d RS^lR ^5 ftRtR nRf^jfclsl ^ RtRvR ^ ^ feTR FR 
RTRef T7 RIT^ SFt A STREET t I RR^I 1,86,63,923/- RO S?T YTlf^T S?f Rlf^T STt 
MCIS>'( 37,32,786/- W STR f^ST I ¥l«sl Ff sifdS’lS’dl SR 80% cFt 41 R^ I 

20%, Rlf^T cFScf 367, wfdd4 SlfScb cSM cF SRIS7 4 r 41 t I 3TS 4)4)cl RR StTR Ai 
g?sS US'!SRI S4 RTRM SIr4 cF 3TfcT RftSRRJRI SR STIRFl eTRTRT Rf4cT R# t I FTf^ 
4FM SR rtrscI SF M7IK1R 4) ^STST SR RTSRTT F fiF SF STRH ^ S|S 
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3^1^ ^5 ^ ^ t I UTfsJgRtP cp) %# ferfrf ^ ^ ^{ ^ PTl^d RFIcfl A 
^TPSiq PTOf cpT gfl^ 3lfepR pfl t I w Pf ^IFFTtR RfRi 3Tf£tf^W, 1963 q?t £IRT 53 
w 3Ttop rit# *M gg firfmrfePR t i 

(vi) €hM srt f^ qp fgrpfafcid £n?ra rtr qq pTri t - 

(cp) to g^ra q^qlf^d qqi cp arrar? qq cptfqT^ pr TPPdT t, pfrq Pffiggg ^ 

pppir gimH cp^ ^p 3TT?ra pg Tjapp q f^tTR p# %pt pit pg^n I 

(pi) 'jih<uh\ p> Pi ~<d'! pimpm gg ^iiR-ci <p ijiwih g> cpPth ^ % gg^ ppp Pt?T 
t i g? <jSt ?re? ^cfTcp'iPd sPrpt ppr g%?rg p> ppp P pncft qgnqg pwpi 

TR OTPTftcT 3TTcTPjp PiPef! t I 

(p) PTcrarPr cfc PTpqg Pi '3ipgPd qjqpT ’/ "ppp# 2jgpT ' q ggfPci pprit 
ptot fsi gpRt cp Praf^g ■gpgip gg ggqn pfi qgnft ppIPp 3PtPra qjgpr 
gp qqgi prfcPPl 3T2iPr cjfftgqftp sipr ppr qrqp pp 3tPr ptptcpt^ ^ 
?tP) i 

(q) oraram gg top rttp p €Prr£t P pot ptr pi p? p^ pj?t ptt pppit t 

qqgg prpptpi g> gpgf q grffggPp q otp p p?r ^fp? P ppp? qrfoiqg 
Pi PPT JjfcrfPtUPI Tt ifPPT PTcpg P PrcPi PP cPJ^ PPig tpgi pprn I 

(\ li) ^iTpRPRBpri qqp ppppnan cp ptp *t fgpggppp 3iR pppp 3pygg R3P pt# gpprr t 1 

gp ptuva'PitP p tc>) ^nfgcPRPcn gg Y raT ' 1 ^ ^ 3TR f^?m wr % ^n p 

CPPP PP tPP PTiP RlgprprPl Pprp^ 'PVPcbPt p^\ fPft TOffo ^1 ^ pr ^ 
fpcp ptpu n ip-p qPtfrad pqgg t 1 

10 nf^W'RW 3TF 'qj?rgg Pi pgr PiPT? Pptr fgpR ep 3 ttejr ^r arPraRR ppt fn 

',J-'PM<.P P g,i3 OP ppp P { '1 Midi PR Sitlfaq sJ"P r Pli^P fcp^n PiTdi I I 


RR. pqqp, 3i»i?p 
[ fpgiPP /3/4/143/2000 3Rn*-iTTP] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJORPORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 8th March. 2001 


No. TAiVIP/84/2000-TPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred b> Sections 48 and 50 of the Major Port Tnists 
Act, 1963 (38 of 1963). the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the representation submitted by the South 
I ndia Corporation Li initcd relating to the penalty levied for belated payment of wharfage by the T uticorin Port Trust, as in 
the Order appended hereto 

jzrkiUooi-j^ 
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SCHEDULE 

gags N o,IAM P/? 4 g oo< ^TP .T 

The South India Corporation Limited . - - Applicant 

Vs 

The Tutlcorin Port Trust (TPT) - - - Respondent 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 14th day of February 2001) 


The South India Corporation Limited (SICL) has submitted a representation 
relating to the penalty levied by the TPT for belated payments of wharfage. 

2.1. In its representation, the SICL has stated that the TPT demanded penal 
interest charges of Rs.1,08,63,929/- for delayed payment of wharfage charges on cargo 
handled from 152 vessels, out of 240 vessels handled by it during the period 17 October 97 to 
28 February 99. Penal Interest on wharfage has been levied Q 15% per month or part thereof 
for belated dues which works out to a simple rate of interest of more than 100% per annum. 

2.2. The SICL has pointed out that this penalty was levied in pursuance of the 
provision of paragraph (5) and paragraph (8) under Part II cargo-related charges) Vharfage 
dues’ of the TPT Scale of Rates. 

/ 

2.3. The SICL has informed that it had made a representation to Chairman and 
Board of Trustees of TPT requesting that the levy of penalty at the rate of 180% per annum 
was arbitrary and unreasonable. Considering the merit in the representation, the Board of TPT, 
under Section 53 of MPT Act 1963, has waived 80% of the penal interest amounting to 
Rs.1,49,31,143/- for belated payment of wharfage charges. The TPT is now claiming a penalty 
of Rs.37,32,786/- after the remission of 80% of the actual penalty. 

3. The SICL has stated that even the reduced penal interest in most cases 

exceeds 180% p.a. which is abnormally high and unreasonable. It has given following points 
for consideration: 

(i). There was no deliberate intention to make delayed payment of wharf dues. 
Earnest efforts were made to make the payment in time. Out of the 240 
vessels handled during the period from 17 October 1997 to 28 February 1999, 
payment of wharfage on cargo handled from 88 vessels were made before 
commencement of discharge and in respect of 95 vessels, payments were 
made during discharge of cargo. In the case of two vessels, payments were 
made on next working day on completion of the vessels. In the case of another 
three vessels the payment were made immediately after completion of 
discharge but before sailing of vessels. Only, in the remaining case of 52 
vessels the payments were made after sailing of vessels. 

(n). Only for the 52 vessels where wharfage was paid after the sailing of the 
vessels, may attract penalty for belated payment. In these cases also the 
delays in payment were close 4 to 5 days only. Even this delay was 
unintentional and caused due to the following reasons: 

(a). Arrival of vessels was almost on a continuous basis, i.e., about 12-15 
vessels per month. 



[OTT III—75OT4] HOT 'WX OTTOT : 5OTHOTT_____ 

(b) . As stevedores, they did not get sufficient notice / official information of 

arrival of vessel; at times they got a very short notice about it from the 
TNEB. 

(c) . On many occasions vessels loaded for Chennai Port were diverted to 

Tuticorin Port and some vessels lightened at Chennai Port were 
diverted to Tuticorin for discharge of balance cargo. Such unplanned 
arrivals also caused delay in making wharfage payment 

(lii). No other major port has ever levied such a high penal interest for belated 
payment of wharf dues. In the COPT, delay in payment of dues against 
services of the COPT beyond 10th day from the date of issue of intimation of 
the accrual of charges or the date of issue of bills whichever is earlier alone 
attracts penal interest @ 20% per annum. The COPT and other Major Port 
Trusts charge 20% to 24% per annum as penal interest for delayed wharf 
payment as compared to 180% per annum levied in the TPT. 

(iv). The TAMP in its Order dated 4 February 2000 in the matter directed to levy 
penal interest @ 24% per annum on delayed payments. 

4. The representation of the SICL was circulated to the TPT and other port users 

for their comments. Comments received from them are summarised below: 




(i) . Collection of 15% penal interest per month by the TPT is unreasonable and no 

other ports in India or any other agencies like Banks or Private Institution 
collect 6uch high interest. 

(ii) . The TPT may be directed to follow the TAMP’s Order No.TAMP/8/2000-Genl. 

dated 4 February 2000. 

Tuticorin Custom Licensed Agents’ Association (TCLAA) 

(i) . The TPT schedule of rates prescribing a penalty of 15% for each and every 

month or part thereof for belated payment is very high. Even after remission of 
80% of the penal interest, the remaining 20% works out to 36% interest per 
annum. 

(ii) . The TAMP in its Order dated 4 February 2000 has fixed the penal interest @ 

24% per annum for delayed payments. 

(in). The penalty for delayed payment is only intended to act as a deterrent for 
delayed payment and not to penalise the port users. 

(iv). The matter can be sorted out by charging 15% interest per annum which is 
reasonable and not 180%. 


The TCCI has no comments to offer on the matter in reference. 


All India Chamber of Commerce and industry (AICCI) 

(i). The SICL is one of the leading port user of the TPT and the belated payment 
was not intentional on their part. The delay was due to the short notice 
received from TNEB and also due to the diversion of vessels from the CHPT 
arriving without prior intimation. 
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(ii). The delay of even 4 to 5 days were taken for claiming penal Interest which 
needs to be reconsidered in view of the SICL’s previous records. As a major 
revenue earner for the Port, it is reasonable for allowing a full remission of 
penal interest in this case. 

Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB) 

The SICL is the handling agents for Tuticorin Thermal Power Station. The period of 
delay for the belated payments was bare minimum and also not intentional. Hence, the 
matter may be sorted out by charging a reasonable interest and not 180% per annum. 

5.1. The SICL has sent another representation against the penalty levied by the 
TPT for belated payment of wharf dues. 

5.2. In this representation, the SICL has stated that the TPT has threatened to 
cancel their stevedoring licence unless penal interest charges are cleared by them. The firm 
has, therefore, requested intervention of the Authority. The SICL has alleged that the TPT is 
putting immense pressure for coercive recovery of the penal interest charges amounting to 
Rs.37,32,786/-, without any regard to the pendency of the approval before the TAMP. 

5.3. The SICL has also stated that it has received a legal notice dated 13 October 
2000 from the TPT calling upon it to pay the disputed amount forthwith, failing which 
appropriate legal action has been threatened to be initiated. 

5.4. Considering this appeal made by the SICL, the TPT has been advised not to 
insist for payment of penal interest by the SICL till this case is finally disposed of by this 
Authority. 

6. In the meanwhile, the Office of the Accountant General Audit (I) of Tamil Nadu 
and Pondichery have sent a letter to the Ministry of Shipping, a copy of which has been 
endorsed to this Authority. The Audit has pointed out that Section 53 of the MPT Act, 1963 
empowers the Board to remit rates or charges subject to the clarification Issued in its letter 
No.PW/PGR-15/84 dated 18 September 1997. The MOST has issued guidelines for remission 
of charges by the Port upto 80% which is applicable only for demurrage. The TPT vide its 
Board Resolution No.47 have approved to remit 80% of penal interest. This has indirectly 
reduced the rate of penalty for belated payments of wharfage, which is not in accordance with 
MOST letter referred above. Therefore, the Audit has sought the intervention of the 
Government to direct the TPT to rescind the resolution by which the remission was approved. 

7. Comments received from the TPT on the representation of the SICL are 
summarised below: 

(i) . Prior to the 1999 revision of the Scale of Rates of the TPT, the wharfage 

charges were payable for import cargoes immediately on landing of goods and 
for import of coal the payment of wharfage charges is to be made on or before 
commencement of landing of the coal viz., the time of unloading and putting 
the coal on to the conveyor belt system. In case of belated payments, penalty 
at the rate of 15% for each and every month and part thereof was leviable. 
Since, the party has paid the dues after commencement of unloading, payment 
of penalty for belated payment has been claimed. Hence, the claim for penalty 
amounting to Rs.1,86,63,929/- at the rate of 15% per month or part thereof had 
been raised for 152 vessels where payment of wharfage was made after 
commencement of unloading operations. 

(ii) . The SICL was advised to remit the payment. However, they represented to the 

TPT to reconsider the issue of penalty. Accordingly, the Board of Trustees 
after examining the issue, resolved for remission of 80% of the penalty amount 
and the SICL was advised to pay the balance 20% of the penalty amount 
amounting to Rs.37,32,786/-. This matter has been objected to by the 
Resident Audit Officer and a letter has been received from the Deputy 
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Accountant General (Audit -1), Tamil Nadu and Pondicherry indicating that the 
proposal for remission tantamount to reduction in rates and therefore, has no 
legal sanctity. The Principal Accountant General has since taken up the issue 
as a draft para with Government of India. It is a matter of concern, that the 
company has not remitted the penalty amount. Non-payment of the penalty 
shall be dealt with as per the provision of the Scale of Rates. 

(iii) . The Port can act only on the basis of approved Scale of Rates and the 

intention to pay promptly cannot be viewed separately from the provisions of 
the Scale of Rates. 

(iv) . The arrival of the vessels on a continuous basis does not have any relation to 

the current issue of payment of penalty as the same is purely an internal matter 
pertaining to the production plan of Tuticorin Thermal Power Station, 

(v) . The problem of insufficient notice/official information of arrival of vessel cannot 

be a reason for belated payment of wharfage dues as the same should have 
been known to their principals viz., the Tuticorin Thermal Power Station in 
advance. 


(vi) . The diversion of vessels from Chennai Port to Tuticorin Port for discharge of 

full or balance cargo can not have impact on the flow of Information from their 
principals or other representatives from Chennai before the vessel arrives from 
Chennai to Tuticorin. It is an issue between the principal and agent and cannot 
be a reason for delaying payment of wharfage. 

(vii) . The question of making a hue and cry quoting the percentage as 180% per 

annum only has an arithmetical relevance to blow the issue out of proportion. 

(vlii), All Orders of the Authority for common adoption by all major ports are 
implemented only prospectively and not retrospectively. Hence, the request of 
the SICL to the Authority to direct the Port not to pursue the recovery of the 
huge penalty does not merit any consideration and is not justified as per the 
provisions of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. It is also stated that the Board of 
Trustees of the Port Trust has waived 80% of the penal interest and only the 
balance 20% remains to be paid. 


(ix). In view of the above, the TPT has submitted the following: 

(a) . The company has to pay the penal interest of Rs.37,32,786/- as per 

the remission allowed by the Port Trust Board failing which interest on 
the penalty shall be levied as per the provisions of the Scale of Rates. 

(b) . The issue of 180% penalty per annum does not have any practical 

relevance and the claim by the Port is restricted to only one month in 
respect of all cases and already 60% of the same has been waived. 

(c) . The company may be directed to pay the amount without any further 

delay as the port is losing interest on the amount due and also the 
same will violate the provisions of Major Port Trusts Act, 1903 which 
will attract further audit objections. 

8. A joint hearing in this case was held on 23 January 2001 at the TPT. During 

the joint hearing the following submissions were made: 


The South India Corporation Umtttd fSiCL) 


They have filed a further written submissions during the joint hearing with a request to 
consider them as their arguments. Some of the point stated in their original 
representation are reiterated. In addition, the following points have been made: 
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(i). We are one of the biggest port user for Tuticorin Port for more than two 
decades. 

(li). We have been awarded Coal handling contract at Tuticonn Port for TNEB from 
November 1991 and we are doing the job for more than nine years and are 
instrumental in bringing revenue of more than 150 crores for the past nine 
years. 

(hi). We have been remitting port dues in time for the past so many years. During 
the period from October 1997 to February 1996 there were delay in payment of 
wharfage dues which were unintentional. 

(iv) . The Port Scale of Rates prescnbed that wharfage dues were payable 

immediately on loading of goods’. But they have charged on berthing of the 
vessel, which is wrong. 

(v) . The Port Scale of Rates stipulated that in case of belated payment a penalty of 

15% for each and every month or part thereof was leviable. This may be a 
mistake. It is perhaps 1.5%. per month. None of the statutes or none of the 
major port has prescnbed such huge penalty for delayed payments. 

(vi) . We represented before the TPT Board of Trustees for waiver of penalty listing 

out vanous reason and considering our long-term relationship. 

(vn). We understand* that the Board in its meeting held in May 2000 passed a 
resolution to charge 15% per annum for the delayed payments. Also the 
members suggested that the penalty should be charged proportionately taking 
m to account the quantity landed and the date of payment of wharfage as the 
wharfage were payable only on landing of the goods. Without confirming this 
decision, the Board in its next meeting decided to waive only 80% of the 
penalty charges. 

(vm). We request the TAMP to sympathetically consider our appeal for waiver of and 
render justice to us. 

(ix). TAMP had itself prescribed penalty interest of 24% per annum. Now, 
therefore, please change it to 15% per annum for the earlier period. 

Tuticorin Steamer Agents Association (TSAA) 

(i). The penal interest should be 15% per annum and not 15% per month. It is an 
error. 

(ti). Independently of the SICL we have repeatedly been agitating this issue. 

Tuticorin Customs Licensed Agents Association fTCLAA) 

Earlier Scale of Rates prescribed penal interest @ 15% per annum. This was altered 

unauthorisedly to 15% per month. The Board also discussed it. Please verify. 

The Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) 

(i) . The Board agenda papers refer to only 15% per month. 

(ii) The amendment of October 1997 about payment of wharfage dues 
immediately on landing of the goods was approved by the Government. 
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9. With reference to the totality of information collected during the proceedings of 

this case, and taking into account the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following 
position emerges: 

(i). The TPT has to act on the basis of the notified Scale of Rates. It cannot be 
expected to exercise discretion arbitrarily in particular cases. 

(n). The Scale of Rates, as it existed at the material time in this case, clearly 
provided tor a penal interest of 15% per month in cases of delayed payments. 

It is, therefore, factually inaccurate for the SICL to contend that the rate could 
actually have been 15% per annum (or, possibly, 1.5% per month). 

(lit). The Order passed by this Authority for common adoption by all the ports 
prescribing a penal interest of 24% per annum on delayed payments/refunds 
seems to have given a fillip to the feud. The rate prescribed by this Authority 
has been cited to contend that the TPT's imposition of 15% per month (i.e., 
180% per annum) is very high. While there can be an argument about the 
excessiveness of the penalty in this case, as earlier stated, the position 
remains that the said rate of 15% per month was the rate notified in the 
Gazette after sanction by the Government. The TPT cannot legitimately be 
expected to disregard such a notification even if it is seen to be excessive in its 
prescription. 

The Orders of this Authority ordinarily have only prospective application. In the 
Order prescribing a penal interest of 24% per annum it has been so specifically 
stated also. That being so, it will be futile for the Petitioner to attempt to take 
advantage of that in this case or to ask for its retrospective enforcement. 

(iv) . It has to be recognised that this matter arose as a result of an audit 

observation; and, it has come to be taken up as a ‘draft para’. In the 
circumstance, it will be unrealistic to expect the TPT to exercise any discretion 
in favour of the Petitioner even if it had the power to do so. 

(v) The TPT has taken up the matter with its Board of Trustees for grant of 
remission in view of some special circumstances seen to govern the case. The 
penalty of Rs.1,86,63,929/- was reduced to Rs.37,32,786/-. In other words, the 
Petitioner was given a remission of 80%. The resultant 20% amounts to a levy 
only of 36% of penal interest per annum. That being so, it will not be 
reasonable to accuse the TPT of being insensitive to the distress of a 
prominent user of the port. There can, possibly, be a counter-allegation that 
the TPT has been excessively indulgent in this case. This Authority, in any 
case, has no reason to interfere in matters relating to grant of remissions, 
which is the prerogative of the Board of Trustees of the ports in terms of 
Section 53 of the MPT Act 1963. 

(vi) . The following arguments advanced by the TPT deserve to be singled out for 

specific attention: 

(a) . The port can only act on the basis of the approved Scale of Rates; 

and, the intent of the party to pay promptly cannot be viewed 
separately. 

(b) . The arrival of the vessels on a continuous basts does not have any 

relation to the current issue of payment of penalty. This is entirely an 
internal matter pertaining to the Tuticorin Thermal Power Staton based 
on its production plan. 



16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


|Paki III— She 4] 


(c) . The problem about ‘insufficient notice’/'official information’ of arrival of 

vessels cannot be a reason for belated payment of wharfage dues as 
the required information would have been known in advance to their 
Principals viz., the Tuticorin Thermal Power Station. 

(d) . The diversion of vessels from the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) to the 

TPT cannot be said to have any impact on the flow of information from 
their Principals or their representatives in Chennai before the vessels 
arrived from Chennai at Tuticorin. 

(vii). The Petitioner is a Company of long-standing and considerable experience of 
port procedures. It is inconceivable that the Petitioner would not have been 
clearly aware of the time at which payments have to be made and the 
implications of not doing so especially when there was an express and explicit 
provision In this regard in the Scale of Rates. 

10. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority finds no force in this representation; and, accordingly, 
dismisses it. 


S SATHYAM. Chninnan 
lAdvt /III/IV/l4T/2000 E\h | 
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